
ance was lifted, a decision that was 
reversed in court last year. Al- 
though Defense Department law 
yere accused him, he says, of dis- 
playing “four different psychos- 
es,” Smith appears pretty sane to 
me, especially on the subject of 
JFK. 



UNCOMMON 





The assassination: 

’ a decade 
of debate 

■ 

HHEN years after the assassina- 
^ tion of John Kennedy, the har- 
vest is plenty but the laborers are 
few. Most of the overnight experts 
have turned to other pursuits, and 
the buffs are a dying breed. 
Standing practically alone in the 
assassination wilderness is the 
Washington based Committee to 
Investigate Assassinations. With a 
%^paid staff of one, and a mailing list 
of 1,000, the committee fights the 
good fight by suing the govern- 
ment for secret data and acting as 
clearinghouse for information 
mug the JFK, RFK and 
Uaither King murders, 
^fega ^h e bills? The com- 
mittee's foundS^aadexecutive 
director, Bernard 
Fensterwald rose to prominent 
recently as counsel for Watergate 1 
defendant James McCord. 

In order to learn the latest on 
the JFK assassination, I talked to 
the committee’s mild mannered 
research director. Bob Smith. 
Smith is a latecomer to the assas- 
sination business. He worked as a 
^Defense Department analyst in 
the 1960s until his security clear- 



Philip 
Nobile 



If the JFK assassination was a . 
conspiracy, then it turned out( 
to. he a perfect crime. Nobody’s 
cracked the conspiracy yet, and j 
nobody even seems to be close. 

I as no one has confessed to or .come 
f forward with incontrovertible evi- 
! dence of a conspiracy, the pre- 
sumption is that there was no 
conspiracy or that it’s so small and 
tightly fteld that no leaks have 
sprung, v. 

Various critics contend that 
the Warren Commission didn’t 
try very hard, and even intended 
a whitewash all along. 

f I don't believe the assassination 



| was covered up by the govern- 
ment. Nor do I accept that any of 
the conspirators were agents or 
employes of the government. 
However, I do fault the Warren 
Commission for covering up its 
oversights and for conducting an 
incomplete investigation. 

Those are the kindest words 
I’ve ever heard from an assassi- 
nation expert about the Warren 
Commission. Could you give me 
an example of the incomplete- 



mess of its investigation? 

The ballistic details of the case 
were ignored. Although three bul- 
lets were supposedly fired by the 
assassin or assassins, only the 
equivalent of one and a half bul- 
lets were ever found. These frag- 
ments were analyzed spectrogra- 
phically. And laboratory data ex- 
lists on them. Yet the Warren 
Commission failed to inquire 
vhether all the bullet fragments 
le from the same source. The 
could have been deter- 
1 mined qmtN^uoply if the lab re- 
* ports had beenctNqdtted. A 

Is it possible fog otfrNjJe in v« 
tigators to get a look at 
listics file? 

We’re attempting to do ,tha! 
,The committee had a case p^tfUMP 
in the Court of Appeals under the 
'Freedom of Information Act to 
obtain access to the FBI’s analysisj 
of the bullets, hut the court ruled 
against us about a month ago. | 

On what grounds? 

Well, the decision had nothing 
to do with national security or 
taste or delicacy. The file contains 
nothing but routine scientific 



data. Apparently the court was 
persuaded on the narrow legal 
grounds that the law does not re-1 
quire the FBI to release its investi-l 
gatoiy files. 1 

• Still, withholding of crucial 
evidence seems suspicious to 
me. What has the government 
got to hide? No wonder people 
suggest that the CIA was behind 
the plot. 

You can’t draw conclusions! 
from the absence of data. Sure, for [ 
10 years we’ve known that many 
things are missing, and some 
things have disappeared only late- 
ly. But until this information be- 
comes available, we can’t be cer- 
tain what it will prove. All the f 
more reason, therefore, that we I 
ought to get that information. I 
Let’s not leave unanswered ques- 
tions for history to decide. 

What is the significance of 



LBJ’s admission to a journalist 
a few weeks before his death 
that he never believed in the 




I lone assassin theory and that he 
was disappointed by Ramsey 
Clark's failure to poke holes in 
the Warren Commission report? 
.1 challenge the authenticity of,’ 
those LBJ remarks. After all, 
Ramsey Clark denied that John- 
son ever asked him to review the 
] Warren report, pointing out that 
he didn’t become attorney general 
until 1966, two years after the re- 
port was issued. But assuming 
that LBJ did harbor such doubts, 

I hardly think that he could have 
absorbed enough detail of the case 
to have any better opinion than 
you or 1. The ramifications are just 
too great 

Then why did LBJ slap a 75 
year ban on the release of infor- 
mation? 

But he didn’t And I’d like to 



clear up that confusion. The 75 
year ban on certain documents is 
by statute and not by the will of 
the president Also, a lot of other 
documents are being withheld for 
an indefinite period because pf the 
factor of personal priv 

listics 

what evidence would' you really 
ike to lay your hands on? 

►A magazine advertisement for a 
handgun was allegedly found in 
Oswald’s possession. Someone had 
written “October 1959” on the ad. 
The FBI has never identified the 



i handwriting and now they claim 
l they’ve lost the ad. Yet this is pos- 
1 sibly an important piece of evi- 
/ deuce. If it was not Oswald’s hand- 
' writing, then whose was it? Per- 
jv haps the ad could lead to Oswald’s 



icchmplice or to someone who 
framed him 

always beeifcurious 
about the reaction of the Ken- 
nedy family. Are they interested 
in pursuing the case? 

Not as far as reopening it. They 
believe that we’re wasting our 
time, and they say that we are of-t 
fending their feelings. I suspect* 
that the family too was once con- 
vinced . of a conspiracy. But the | 
kooks finally got to them. Even as \ 
late as 1968, the Kennedy family 
maintained at least a casual inter- 
est in the conspiracy theory. An 
associate of Bobby Kennedy’s, 
Walter Sheridan, went down to 
New Orleans to gather informa- 
tion on the Garrison case. 

What assassination lore do 
you dismiss? It would be useful 
to discover which theories and 
which so-called facts have face 
discredited. 

It may sound shocking to you 
but I place no credence in th 
grassy knoll theory. The medic, 
evidence we have been allowed t 
examine, if valid, shows rath 
clearly that there was no ent „ 
wound on the front of the head 
and no exit wound on the rear o 



the head. Consequently, no guns 
could have been fired from the 
grassy knoll or from in front ofj 
Kennedy. 

By no means do I eliminate a' 
second gunman. Another gunman 
could have shot from the rear, ei- 
ther from the Texas School Book 
Depository, where Oswald was 
supposedly located, or from anoth- 
er nearby building. . 

Second, I am convinced that nol 
large team of conspirators was' 
involved in the assassination at 
Dealy Plaza. There’s just no evi- 
dence to support this theory. 

| Third, theories that postulate, 
[the outright fabrication of evij 
dence are preposterous. Yoi 
couldn’t keep that kind of conspii 

hat hard evidence do yoi_ 
have that two or more gunmen 
fired from the rear? 

The bullet’s trajectory as indi- 
cated by the wound in the presi- 
dent and Gov. Connally apparent- 
ly can’t be matched yp with a rifle 
location in the sixth Tfloor window; 
of the depository. The Warrei 
Commission hedged all arouno, 
this queatiofl ' H UE' f lhal'/v BauTthafl 
consistent. 



Oswald could have fired the 
head shot. I’ll concede, but not the i 
one that hit the president’s back! 
and throat and Connally’s chest, 
wrist and thigh. 

What about Oswald? Was he 
or wasn’t he involved? 

Of course he was involved. But 
his involvement, might have been 
no greater than the use of his gun. 
He could be innocent of the actual 

^aneBTmfc^ other hands, either in- 
advertently or with his collabora- 
tion. 

Oswald obviously showed some 
sense of alarm that afternoon. He 
did flee, and that shows anxiety, if 
not guilt. 

If Oswald had help, what were I 
the roles of his fellow conspira- 
tors? 

They could have been gunman 
or evidence planters. I incline to- 
ward a second gunman in the Tex- 
as School Book Depository and 
perhaps one other person to co- 
ordinate matters and make last] 
minute suggestions as to the right 
spot from which to fire. 

Naturally, other conspirators 
could have paid for and planned 
the whole operation. 



Watergate is beginning to be 
mentioned in the same breath 
as JFK’s murder. Do you see any 
connectk 

fiere is an analogy between the 
evasiveness and mysterious activi- 
ty associated with both cases, But 
ll’ve found no factual link except 
| forFrank^Sturg^Stuigis, one of 
the Watergate Five, came up in 
the course of the Warren investi- 
gation under the name of Fiorini. 
^It was alleged that Fiorini (S.tur- 
s) met Oswald in Miami and hac 
fight with him at a demonstra- 
tion. 

VereValso the possibilitjNifc&t 
Howard Hunt might have had 
something to do with the people, 
who were investigated by the War- 
ren Commission because he 
i worked in the shadowy intrigue of 
the Cuban exile movement. Hunt 
recommended the assassination of 
Fidel Castro and, it is said, he 
dotted the assassination of the 
[president of Panama. Hunt is the 
type of man you’d expect to find 
kburied away in Borne assassination 
[plot against the president, but the 
^propensity to carry out an assassi- 
lation does not mean that he did. E 
1 Copyright 1973, Universal Press Syndicatr 



